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DETAILED ACTION 

This is in response to application filed on 02/27/02 in which claims 1-43 are presented for 
examination. 

Information Disclosure Statement 
The information disclosure statement filed on 03/27/02 is in compliance with the provisions of 
37 CFR 1.97, 1.98 and MPEP § 609. Because it has been placed in the application file, and the 
information referred to therein has been considered as to the merits. 

Claim Rejections ~ 35 USC § 112 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the subject 
matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to 
particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

The claim "parameters similar to parameters" is not clear to Examiner, are they similar to 
parameters themselves or similar to other parameters? 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set 

forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 1 02 
of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art 
to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/087,952 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2171 

Claims 1-43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hatakeyama (U.S 
6542468) in view of Ording (U.S 2001/0055017). 

Regarding claims 1, 25 and 42, Hatakeyama discloses: a method, a computer program 
product and an apparatus for generating an estimate of an amount of time required to complete a 
content request for content to be transmitted over a network, comprising: receiving a first 
estimate of an amount of time to retrieve or prepare requested content in a content source device 
(col. 8, lines 60 to col. 9, lines 4 and col. 9, lines 47-54, Hatakeyama); 

generating a second estimate of an amount of time to receive the requested content over a 
communication link from the content source device (col. 5, lines 15-36, Hatakeyama); However, 
Hatakeyama didn't disclose: generating a third estimate of a total amount of time to complete the 
content request based on the first and second time estimates; generating a graphical 
representation of the third estimate; and outputting the graphical representation on a display 
device. On the other hand, Ording discloses: generating a third estimate of a total amount of time 
to complete the content request based on the first and second time estimates (page 3, paragraph 
0022, Ording); generating a graphical representation of the third estimate (fig. 2, Ording); and 
outputting the graphical representation on a display device (fig. 2, Ording). Thus, at the time 
invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to include 
the steps for estimate of a total amount of time to complete the content request and display the 
output in the graphical representation device in the system of Hatakeyama as taught by Ording. 
The motivation being to enable the system provides updates on the progress of the task the 
percentage which is completed and/or estimated time remaining in the progress bar (page 3, 
paragraph 0022, Ording). 
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Regarding claims 19, 36 and 43, all the limitations of this claim have been noted in the 
rejection of claim 1, 25 and 42. It is therefore rejected as set forth above. In addition, 
Hatakeyama/Ording discloses: a method, a computer program product and an apparatus for 
generating an estimate of an amount of time required to retrieve or prepare requested content, 
comprising: receiving a request for content, the request including one or more parameters (col. 
9, lines 10-30, Hatakeyama); identifying previously completed request information regarding a 
previously completed request based on the one or more parameters, the information including a 
time required to retrieve or prepare the content of the previously completed request (col. 10, 
lines 50-64, Hatakeyama). 

Regarding claims 2, 20 and 37, all the limitations of these claims have been noted in the 
rejection of claims 1,19 and 36 above, respectively. In addition, Hatakeyama/Ording discloses: 
wherein the first estimate is generated using a table lookup of previously handled content 
requests (col. 10, lines 51 to col 11, lines 23, Hatakeyama). 

Regarding claim 3, all the limitations of this claim have been noted in the rejection of 
claim 2. In addition, Hatakeyama/Ording discloses: wherein the table lookup includes finding 
one or more entries in a table that have parameters similar to parameters included in the content 
request (col. 15, lines 45-65, Hatakeyama). 

Regarding claims 4, 21 and 38, all the limitations of these claims have been noted in the 
rejection of claims 2, 19 and 36. In addition, Hatakeyama/Ording discloses: wherein the table 
lookup includes identifying an estimate of a minimum, maximum and average amount of time 
to retrieve or prepare the requested content (col. 1 1, lines 60 to col. 12, lines 30, Hatakeyama). 
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Regarding claim 5, all the limitations of this claim have been noted in the rejection of 
claim 1. In addition, Hatakeyama/Ording discloses: wherein the first estimate is generated based 
on information identifying the processes used to retrieve or prepare the requested content (col. 
10, lines 51 -64, Hatakeyama). 

Regarding claim 6, all the limitations of this claim have been noted in the rejection of 
claim 5. In addition, Hatakeyama/Ording discloses: wherein the information includes at least 
one of an identifier of a program to be used to retrieve or prepare the requested content (col. 11, 
lines 5-24, Hatakeyama), a typical execution time for the program (col. 9, lines 47-54, 
Hatakeyama), a number of lines of code in the program (col. 9, lines 47-54, Hatakeyama), and a 
number of lines of code per second handled by a processor of the content source device (page 3, 
paragraphs 0026-0027, Ording). 

Regarding claims 7 and 26, all the limitations of these claims have been noted in the 
rejection of claims 1 and 25 above, respectively. In addition, Hatakeyama/Ording discloses: 
wherein the second estimate is generated based on an amount of content to be transmitted and a 
transmission rate (page 3, paragraph 0022, Ording). 

Regarding claims 8 and 27, all the limitations of this claim have been noted in the 
rejection of claims 1 and 25 above, respectively. In addition, Hatakeyama/Ording discloses: 
wherein the third estimate includes a minimum estimated time of completion, a maximum 
estimated time of completion and an average time of completion for the content request (col. 11, 
lines 60 to col. 12, lines 30, Hatakeyama). 
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Regarding claims 9 and 28, all the limitations of these claims have been noted in the 
rejection of claims 8 and 27 above, respectively. In addition, Hatakeyama/Ording discloses: 
wherein the graphical representation includes an indicator for each of the minimum estimated 
time of completion, maximum estimated time of completion and average time of completion for 
the content request (page 3, paragraph 0022, Ording). 

Regarding claims 10 and 29, all the limitations of these claims have been noted in the 
rejection of claims 1 and 25 above, respectively. In addition, Hatakeyama/Ording discloses: 
wherein the graphical representation includes associated text, and wherein the associated text is 
changed from a first text to a second text when the requested content begins to be received from 
the content source device (items time remaining to be copies fig. 2, Ording). 

Regarding claims 1 1 and 30, all the limitations of this claim have been noted in the 
rejection of claims 1 and 25 above, respectively. In addition, Hatakeyama/Ording discloses: 
further comprising: updating the graphical representation based on the occurrence of an event 
(page 3, paragraph 0025, Ording). 

Regarding claims 12 and 31, all the limitations of these claims have been noted in the 
rejection of claims 1 1 and 30 above, respectively. In addition, Hatakeyama/Ording discloses: 
wherein the event is an increment of a predetermined amount of time of a system clock (page 3, 
paragraph 0025, Ording). 

Regarding claims 13 and 32, all the limitations of these claims have been noted in the 
rejection of claims 1 1 and 30 above, respectively. In addition, Hatakeyama/Ording discloses: 
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wherein the event is receipt of a portion of the requested content (page 3, paragraph 0022, 
Ording). 

Regarding claims 14 and 33, all the limitations of these claims have been noted in the 
rejection of claims 1 and 25 above, respectively. In addition, Hatakeyama/Ording discloses: 
wherein the graphical representation represents the third estimate as a combination of the first 
estimate and the second estimate, wherein a representation of the first estimate in the graphical 
representation is different from a representation of the second estimate in the graphical 
representation (225, fig. 2A, Ording). 

Regarding claims 15 and 34, all the limitations of these claims have been noted in the 
rejection of claims 14 and 33 above, respectively. In addition, Hatakeyama/Ording discloses: 
wherein the first estimate is represented in a different color than the second estimate (page 3, 
paragraph 0021, Ording). 

Regarding claims 16 and 35, all the limitations of this claim have been noted in the 
rejection of claims 1 and 25 above, respectively. In addition, Hatakeyama/Ording discloses: 
wherein the graphical representation is a progress bar (page 3, paragraph 0021, Ording). 

Regarding claims 17, all the limitations of this claim have been noted in the rejection of 
claim 1. In addition, Hatakeyama/Ording discloses: wherein the method is implemented by a 
web browser application on a computing device (col. 8, lines 13-30, Hatakeyama). 
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Regarding claims 18, all the limitations of this claim have been noted in the rejection of 
claim 1. In addition, Hatakeyama/Ording discloses: wherein the method is implemented by a 
plugin application to a web browser application on a computing device (col. 22, lines 24-36, 
Hatakeyama). 

Regarding claims 22 and 39, all the limitations of this claim have been noted in the 
rejection of claims 19 and 36 above, respectively. In addition, Hatakeyama/Ording discloses: 
wherein generating a time estimate of an amount of time required to retrieve or prepare the 
requested content includes generating the time estimate based on a time to retrieve or prepare 
content identified in the previously completed request information, a system load at the time of 
the previously completed request, and a current system load (col. 11, lines 48 to col. 12, lines 9, 
Hatakeyama). 

Regarding claims 23 and 40, all the limitations of this claim have been noted in the 
rejection of claims 20 and 37 above, respectively. In addition, Hatakeyama/Ording discloses: 
further comprising: storing a new entry in the previously handled content request table for the 
request for content (col. 11, lines 13-15, Hatakeyama). 

Regarding claims 24 and 41, all the limitations of this claim have been noted in the 
rejection of claims 19 and 36 above, respectively. In addition, Hatakeyama/Ording discloses: 
further comprising: transmitting the time estimate to a client device (col. 9, lines 10-23, 
Hatakeyama). 
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Contact Information 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 



should be directed to Cindy Nguyen whose telephone number is 703-305-4698. The examiner can 
normally be reached on M-F: 8:00-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Safet 
Metjahic can be reached on 703-308-1436. The fax phone numbers for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned are 703-872-9306 for regular communications and 703-872-9306 
for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding should 
be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-305-3900. 




Cindy Nguyen 



August 3, 2004 
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